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DETAILED ACTION 
Continued Examination Under 37 CFR 1.114 

1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1.17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on October 
19, 2007 has been entered. . 

Claim Objections 

2. Claims 3-4, 31-32 are objected to because of the following informalities: 

• Claims 3,4 ,line 3, 2: "data sting" should be replaced with "data string". 

• Claim 4 recites "A processor as in claim 2". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

• Claim 31 recites "output tuple" at line 1. There is insufficient antecedent basis for 
this limitation in the claim. 

• Claim 32 recites "filtering the filter field delineated data". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Appropriate correction are required. 



3. Claim 4 is objected to under 37 CFR 1.75 as being a substantial duplicate of 
claim 3. When two claims in an application are duplicates or else are so close in 
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content that they both cover the same thing, despite a slight difference in wording, it is 
proper after allowing one claim to object to the other as being a substantial duplicate of 
the allowed claim. See MPEP § 706.03(k). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described In (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed In the United States before the Invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1-5, 21-35 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Baker et al. (US 6,493,761 B1 ), hereinafter "Baker". 

As per claim 1, Baker teaches a data engine (Col. 3 lines 3-9 and Fig. 1) located 
in a programmable pipeline processor for processing non-field delineated, streaming, 
application level database records received from a mass storage device (Fig. 2), the 
data engine comprising: 

• "a data parser configured to parse non-field delineated database records received 
from the mass storage device into the field-delineated data" at Col. 3 lines 40-42; 
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• "filter logic configured to received field delineated database records from the 
database parser, and to filter the field delineated data by performing a field operation 
on the field delineated database records" at Col. 3 lines 43-59; 

• "an output tuple generator, configured to assemble filtered field delineated database 
records into an output tuple" at Col. 4 lines 1-6 and Col. 6 lines 16-21. 

As per claim 2, Baker teaches the data engine of claim 1 wherein "the filter logic 
further comprises a programmable memory that serves as a substitution table for field 
delineated database record" at Col. 15, table 12, and "wherein performing a field 
operation on the field delineated database records includes performing a field 
comparison on selected fields of the field delineated data" at Col. 1 1 lines 45-65. 

As per claims 3-4, Baker teaches the data engine of claim 2, wherein "the 
substitute table includes a data string register" at Col. 15, table 12. 

As per claim 5, Baker teaches the data engine of claim 2, wherein "the 
comparison is a character field comparison" at Col. 1 1 lines 45-65. 

As per claim 21, Baker teaches a method for processing non-field delineated 
streaming application level database records received in a programmable pipeline 
processor from a mass storage device (Col. 6 lines 16-21 and Fig. 1) , the method 
comprising: 
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• "receiving a non-field delineated data stream in a field buffer as an input data 
stream" at Col. 38, lines 45-59; 

• "separating the input data stream into field delineated data under instruction from an 
extemal central processing unit" at Cpl. 38 lines 45-64 and Figs. 10A; 

• "sending field delineated data from the field buffer to at least one logic unit that 
performs at least one field operation on the field delineated data" at Col. 1 1 lines 45- 
65. 

As per claim 22, Baker teaches the data engine of claim 1, wherein "the output 
tuple assemble by the output tuple generator contains only selected data fields of the 
field delineated data" at Col. 51 lines 20-42. 

As per claim 23, Baker teaches the data engine of claim 1 , wherein "the filter 
logic is further configured to filter the field delineated data by flagging a record for 
further processing" at Col. 11 lines 45-65. 

As per claim 24, Baker teaches the data engine of claim 1 , further comprising 
"header storage configured to received header and control data from the data parser 
and provide header data to the filter logic, wherein the filter logic is further configured to 
use header data to filter field delineated data" at Col. 7 lines 15-45. 
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As per claim 25, Baker teaches the data engine of claim 1 , further comprising 
"an ID processing module configured to received header and control data, to identify the 
validity of field delineated data by processing an ID field in the header data of the field 
oriented data, and to provide the validity result to the tuple generator" at Col. 13, Tables 
9-10. 

As per claim 26, Baker teaches the data engine of claim 25, wherein "the ID 
field is a transaction ID" at Col. 13, Tables 9-10. 

As per claim 27, Baker teaches the data engine of claim 21 , wherein "filtering 
further comprises using a substitute table for field delineated data to perform a field 
comparison on selected fields of the field delineated data" at Col. 15, table 12. 

As per claim 28, Baker teaches the method of claim 27, wherein "the substitute 
table comprises data-string register" at Col. 15, table 12. 

As per claim 29, Baker teaches the method of claim 27, wherein "the substitute 
table includes a temporary register" at Col. 1 9 lines 1 0-25. 

As per claim 30, Baker teaches the rriethod of claim 27, wherein "the 
comparison is a character field comparison" at Col. 1 1 lines 45-55. 
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As per claim 31, Baker teaches the method of claim 21, wherein "output tuple 
contains only selected data fields of the field delineated data" at Col. 51 lines 20-40. 

As per claim 32, Baker teaches the method of claim 21, wherein "filtering the 
filter field delineated data comprises: flagging a record for further processing" at Col. 1 1 
lines 45-55. 

As per claim 33, Baker teaches the method of claim 21 further comprising "using 
header storage data to filter field delineated data" at Col. 12. 

As per claim 34, Baker teaches the method of claim 21 further comprising 
"identifying the validity of field delineated data by processing an ID field in the header 
data of the field oriented data, wherein assembling the filtered data based on the validity 
of the field delineated data" at Col. 20 lines 8-62. 

As per claim 35, Baker teaches the method of claim 34, wherein the ID field is a 
transaction ID" at Col. 13, Tables 9-10. 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-5 and 21-35 have been 
considered but are moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Examiner's Note: Examiner has cited particular columns and line numbers in the 
references applied to the claims above for the convenience of the applicant. Although 
the specified citations are representative of the teachings of the art and are applied to 
specific limitations within the individual claim, other passages and figures may apply as 
well. It is respectfully requested from the applicant in preparing responses, to fully 
consider the references in entirety as potentially teaching all or part of the claimed 
invention, as well as the context of the passage as taught by the prior art or disclosed 
by the Examiner. 

In the case of amending the Claimed invention. Applicant is respectfully 
requested to indicate the portion(s) of the specification which dictate(s) the structure 
relied on for proper interpretation and also to verify and ascertain the metes and bounds 
of the claimed invention. 

The prior art made of record, listed on form PTO-892, and not relied upon, if any, 
is considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

If a reference indicated as being mailed on PTO-FORM 892 has not been 
enclosed in this action, please contact Lisa Craney whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3574 for faster service. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Khanh B. Pham whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
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41 16. The examiner can nonnally be reached on Monday through Friday 7:30am to 



If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hosain Alam can be reached on (571) 272-3978. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications Is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://palr-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



4:00pm. 



Khanh B. Pham 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 2166 



January 11, 2008 




